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. McCarran, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the 
following 


REPORT 
[To accompany H. R. 2444] 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the bill 
(H. R. 2444) for the relief of James A. Vines, having considered the 
same, reports favorably thereon, without amendment, and recom- 
mends that the bill do pass. 


PURPOSE 


The purpose of this proposed legislation is to pay the sum of $118.68 
to James A. Vines of Knoxville, Tenn., in full settlement of all claims 
against the United States arising out of losses sustained by Mr. Vines 
in accepting two personal checks of one R. A. Murray while Mr. Vines 
was acting as cashier of the War Assets Administration Customer 
Service Center, 123 Poplar Street, Charlotte, N.C. 


STATEMENT 


James A. Vines was employed by the War Assets Administration, 
Customer Service Center, Fort Bragg, N.C. He accepted in payment 
two checks from one R. A. Murray in the amount of $93, dated 
January 31, 1947, and another in the amount of $25.68, dated Feb- 
ruary 6, 1947, for certain commodities purchased by Murray from 
the War Assets Administration. Mr. Vines and two other persons 
working under his supervision were instructed to accept personal 
checks of the various purchasers of surplus commodities, and he was 
further instructed to deposit these checks to the credit of the War 
Assets Administration regional office at Charlotte, N.C. Mr. Vines, 
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in his affidavit set out in H. R. 9063, Eighty-first Congress, second 
session, stated: 

Affiant has no independent recollection of the acceptance of these checks or the 
particular transaction involved, and has no information as to whether such checks 
were accepted by him personally or by persons under his supervision in the course 
of his employment. 

However, at the time these checks were accepted in payment of 
surplus property, the office at Fort Bragg was being moved to Wil- 
mington, N. C. These two checks with some four or five other 
checks were placed in an envelope accompanied by the appropriate 
schedule of daily collections. The envelope containing all these 
checks and the schedule was stamped for registry by other employees 
of the War Assets Administration, but due to the confusion attendant 
in moving the envelope was mislaid or misplaced and was not placed 
in the mail. 

Approximately 1 month later when the moving operation from Fort 
Bragg to Wilmington, N. C., was almost completed, this envelope with 
the cheeks and sehedule was discovered in a filing cabinet. It was 
properly stamped and sealed with all contents intact. Mr. Vines 
opened the envelope, and when he observed the contents promptly 
notified the Charlotte office of the War Assets Administration and 
placed the checks and schedule in the mail immediately. All the other 
checks have been honored except the two, which are the subject of 
this hill. 

The letter containing these checks and the schedule was forwarded 
to the War Assets Administration on or about March 1, 1947. None- 
theless, the checks were not deposited within the required statutory 
period of 30 days (81 U.S. C. See. 495) and by letter dated July 16, 
1948, (more than a vear later) the War Administration, Atlanta 
region, intormed Mr. Vines 
we are requesting the Payroll Division of this office to deduct from your salary 
check the sum of $118.68 and deposit the same to the special deposit account where 
it shall remain available for repayment to you should Mr. Murray discharge his 
liability by the payment to the Government of the amount of these checks. 

Mr. Vines was not notified that the two checks in question had been 
dishonored and that he would be held personally liable for a period of 
over a year. Mr. Vines further stated in his affidavit that 

had he been promptly notified that the said checks had been dishonored, he would 
have been able to effect collection of the amounts represented by the said checks, 

By letter of August 17, 1948, the War Assets Administration 
returned to Mr. Vines these two checks, and he made diligent efforts 
personally to collect the amount of the checks. He has also employed 
attorneys to collect the sum represented by these checks, but he has 
been advised by each of these attorneys that no action can be main- 
tained by him to recover against the maker of the checks since they 
are payable to the Treasurer of the United States of America. 

Due to the extreme diligence of Mr. Vines in acting on this matter 
once the mistake, made while his office was being moved, was dis- 
covered and the extreme delay of the War Assets Administra- 
tion in notifying Mr. Vines that the checks were dishonored, it is 
recommended that this bill be enacted. 

Attached to this report is the report of the General Services Ad- 
ministration submitted in connection with a similar bill 
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GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION, 
OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR, 
Washington, August 15, 1950 
Hon. EMANUEL CELLER, 
Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
House of Representatives, Washington 25, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Ceuuer: This will acknowledge your letter of July 11, 1950, in- 
quiring as to H. R. 9063, for the relief of James A. Vines. 

It is noted that the bill recites (p. 2, line 5 et seq.) ‘“‘said checks were not in due 
course deposited by the said James A. Vines due to circumstances over which 
said James A. Vines was not responsible.”’ The files of this office disclose only 
that Mr. Vines received these checks in the capacity of a collection officer for the 
War Assets Administration. At the time the checks were received the drawer 
had sufficient funds on deposit to pay the amounts due. However, Mr. Vines 
held the checks without depositing them for a period in excess of 30 days, at 
which time the drawer had failed in business and the checks could not be honored 
upon presentation. 

The file does not show any justification or excuse for Mr. Vines’ failure promptly 
to deposit these checks, and it would appear that in the absence of particular 
circumstances of the most meritorious nature, the bill should not be enacted. 

For your information, it appears that the Aetna Casualty & Surety Co. made 
up a $10 cash shortage in Mr. Vines’ accounts in another connection. 

The Bureau of the Budget has informally advised that there is no objection to 
the submission of this report. 

Sincerely yours, 
JESS LARSON, Adm nisirator. 
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